New requirements in the FSC-US Forest Management Standard (v1.0)

as compared to the: Mississippi Alluvial Valley and Gulf Coastal Plain Standard (V3.3)
Version 1.0 (last updated: 01-18-2011)

This table is intended to provide the user with a crosswalk between the current FSC-US Forest Management (FM) Standard (V1.0, July 8, 2010) and previous regional standards. The table is designed to assist auditors and existing certificate holders in identifying new requirements in the revised FSC US Forest Management Standard (V.1.0) that did not exist in the pre-existing FSC US regional standard.  As all certificates must be in conformance with the new national standard effective October 2010, auditors are encouraged to employ this table as a tool for evaluating conformance to the new standard for all existing certificate holders.  

The table can also be used as an interpretive guide in preparing for and conducting future evaluations to assist in the application of changes in the standard that do not result in new requirements, but that do include revised language and/or guidance. The general nature of identified new requirements is indicated in italics in the “Comments” column.  Certification Bodies (CBs), auditors, and land owners/managers should refer to the FSC-US FM Standard for specific indicator language. This table does not show where requirements of the FSC-US FM Standard are a relaxation of the regional standard. 

FSC-US regional standards were developed with the understanding that conformance would be measured against Criterion and Indicator language. In cases where in regional standards Criterion language includes explicit requirements not captured in Indicators, these are not considered new requirements. For example, in cases where regional standards included the phrase “The working group considers this Criterion sufficiently explicit and measureable. Indicators are not required” not all new Indicators are considered new requirements. 
 “Additional Requirement” column categories:

	Y
	The indicator includes one or more new requirements that are central to the intent of the indicator itself or the associated criterion. Conformance to these indicators must be verified as a new requirement. 

	Y
	The indicator includes new language that is not central to the intent of the indicator, includes minor changes from the current standard, or the new requirement is addressed by a prior indicator (where redundant). CBs are encouraged to familiarize themselves with these Indicators and to understand the likelihood that these indicators might lead to new requirements based on site-specific field conditions, but they need not be addressed in the first annual audit updating current certificates to the new standard. However, these elements will be addressed in assessments and reassessments and routing surveillance audits in subsequent years.  

	X
	FSC-US considers this not to be a new requirement. However, these indicators include new and explicit language that did not exist in previous standards. The existence of additional requirements, if any, was judged to be unlikely but dependent on past interpretation of the regional standard.

	--
	Indicator requirements are effectively the same. Very minor differences may exist. 


	FSC-US FM Std. Indicators
	Regional Indicators

(listed in order of relevance)


	Additional Requirement

See Notes above
	Comments
Bold italic text:  Indicates general nature of new requirements– refer indicator language for specific requirements. 
Normal text: comments or additional references

	Principle 1
	
	
	

	1.1.a
	1.1.a
	--
	FSC-US FM Standard requires that evidence of violations, etc. be supplied to the CBs. This would have been requested by CBs under regional standard.

	1.1.b
	-
	Y
	· Forest manager ensures forest workers are informed about laws and regulations

	1.2.a
	1.2.a
	Y
	· Written evidence demonstrating compliance is required.

	1.3.a
	1.3.a
	--
	

	1.4.a
	1.4.a
	--
	· Report conflicts between laws and FSC Standard  to CB, not FSC

	1.5.a
	1.5.a, 1.5.b
	--
	

	1.5.b
	1.5.a
	--
	

	1.6.a
	1.6.a
	X
	· Although the FSC-US Land Sales Policy is referenced in the standard, it has not been finalized and approved by the Board. In cases where the lack of a completed land sales policy may be an issue, FSC-US requests this be brought to our attention.
· Statement of commitment to the FSC is publicly available.

	1.6.b
	1.6.b
	Y
	· Documentation required for lands withheld from certification, including location, natural resources, and planned management activities. 

	1.6.c
	--
	Y
	· Specifies that CB is notified within 90 days of significant changes in ownership or management.

	Principle 2
	
	
	

	2.1.a
	2.1.a
	--
	

	2.1.b
	2.1.a
	--
	

	2.1.c
	2.1.b
	--
	

	2.2.a
	2.2.a
	X
	Regional standard allows FME to limit exercise of rights to those consistent with the management plan; FSC-US FM Standard provides no such exceptions. 

	2.2.b
	2.2.b
	--
	

	2.3.a
	2.3.b
	--
	

	2.3.b
	2.3.c
	--
	

	Principle 3
	
	
	

	3.1.a
	3.1.b, 1.1.a
	--
	

	3.1.b
	3.1.b
	Y
	· Specifies that Informed consent must be in writing

	3.2.a
	3.2.a
	--
	

	3.2.b
	3.2.b, Criterion 3.2, 7.1.b.5
	Y
	· Where applicable, measures to protect tribal resources are included in the management plan

	3.3.a
	3.3.a
	--
	

	3.3.b
	3.3.b
	--
	

	3.4.a
	--
	--
	Not included as indicator language in regional standard but would be covered by auditor in order to address the criterion

	3.4.b
	3.4.a
	--
	

	3.4.c
	--
	Y
	· Forest owner or manager respects confidentiality of traditional tribal knowledge

	Principle 4
	
	
	

	4.1.a
	4.1.f
	--
	

	4.1.b
	4.3.d
	--
	

	4.1.c
	4.1.a, 4. 4.1.f
	--
	“Fair wages” is not defined and no guidance is given, but the concept appears to be adequately consistent and covered by the regional standard indicators listed.

	4.1.d
	1.1.a, 4.3.d, 4.3.e
	--
	Discrimination and conditions of employment consistent with the law are not directly addressed by the regional standard, except in reference to the practices of contractors (4.3.e).  However, the intent of the indicator would be captured by 1.1.a.

	4.1.e
	See Comment column
	--
	· Qualified local workers: MAV 4.1.b, 4.1.c
· Local goods and services: MAV 4.1.d

	4.1.f
	4.1.e (second occurrence)
	--
	The regional standard has two indicators labeled “4.1.e.”  

	4.1.g
	4.1.e (first occurrence)
	--
	The regional standard has two indicators labeled “4.1.e”

	4.2.a
	4.2.a, 1.1.a
	--
	

	4.2.b
	4.2.a
	--
	

	4.2.c
	4.2.a, 
Criterion 7.3
	--
	

	4.3.a
	4.3.c
	--
	

	4.3.b
	4.3.b
	--
	

	4.4.a
	See list in Comment column for corresponding regional indicators for each bullet list item
	Y
	Social impact assessment is required.  Bullet list below is  from FSC-US standard followed by corresponding regional indicator; new requirements in bold italics:

· Archeological/cultural/historical/community sites: MAV 4.4.c, 2.2.b, Criterion 3.3,
· Public resources: MAV 2.2.a, 2.2.b, Principle 3, Criterion 5.5
· Aesthetics: New
· Community goals: (Potentially addressed by MAV 4.4.a_
· Community economic opportunities: MAV Criterion 4.1, Criterion 5.4, 7.1.b.5
· Other people who may be affected : MAV Criterion 2, Principle 3, 4.4.a, 4.4.b
· A summary is available to the CB (new requirement).
Note:  Many of the bullet list items in FSC-US FM Standard 4.4.a (except aesthetics) are addressed in whole or in part by the regional standard. What is clearly new is the requirement to prepare a summary of the assessment.  In addition, the assessment process itself as described in the Intent and Guidance statements may be more than has been expected in the indicators listed above, many of which focus on an end result (e.g., no impact) rather than an assessment process.
See also FSC-US FM Standard 7.1.j

	4.4.b
	4.4.a
	Y
	Red  designation only applicable to mid-sized forests (see below)
· New requirement for forests of 2,470 to 50,000 acres. FSC-US 4.4.b states that The forest owner or manager [of all forests, except FF which are considered to be “Low Risk”] seeks and considers input in management planning from people who would likely be affected by management activities.  MAV 4.4.a limited this to “large-scale” operations (>50,000 acres per MAV glossary).  FSC-US states this is low risk for family forests (≤2,470 acres) indicating a gap for forests of 2,470-50,000 acres).

	4.4.c
	4.4.b
	--
	

	4.4.d
	--
	Y
	· Consultation requirements for public forest are specified.

	4.5.a
	Criterion 4.5
	--
	Not explicitly addressed by the regional standard but would have been considered by the auditor in evaluating conformance.

	4.5.b
	4.5.a, Criterion 4.5
	--
	

	4.5.c
	Criterion 4.5
	--
	No equivalent indicator, but addressed by criterion-level language in regional standard.

	Principle 5
	
	
	

	5.1.a
	5.1.c
	--
	

	5.1.b
	5.1.d
	--
	

	5.2.a
	See comments
	--
	Opportunities are provided for local:

· Harvesters: MAV 4.1.b
· Processing and manufacturing: MAV 5.2.b
· Other services: MAV 4.1.d

	5.2.b
	5.2.a, 5.2.e, 5.3.c
	--
	

	5.2.c
	5.2.c
	--
	

	5.3.a
	5.3.c, 5.3.d
	--
	

	5.3.b
	5.3.a, 
Criterion 6.5
	--
	The FSC-US FM Standard bullet point “damage to NTFPs is minimized” was not explicitly listed in a regional indicator but is encompassed by the criterion-level language (“damage to other forest resources”).

	5.4.a
	5.4.a
	--
	“Demonstration of knowledge” is not explicitly required by the regional standard, but would be necessary to meet the intent of the criterion and indicators.

	5.4.b
	Criterion 5.4
	X
	MAV 5.4.a limits the scope of the Criterion-level language

	5.5.a
	Criterion 5.5
	Y
	· Measures to enhance carbon storage and sequestration, recreation, and tourism are now included in the indicator.  

	5.5.b
	Criterion 5.5
	Y
	· See comment for 5.5.a 

	5.6.a
	5.6.a, 
7.1.d
	Y
	· FME provides a clear rationale for size and layout of sustained yield planning unit.

· Calculation considers multiple treatments/entries and regrowth beyond a single rotation.

Note:  the bullet list in FSC-US FM Standard 5.6.a is more explicit than in the regional standard.  While the items in the FSC-US FM Standard bullet list should have been considered de facto in past assessments and audits, some differences between the FSC-US FM Standard and the regional standard may occur on some FMUs.   

	5.6.b
	5.6.b
	--
	

	5.6.c
	5.1.e
	Y
	· Rates and methods of harvest improve or maintain health or quality: (new).
· Overstocked and understocked stands are returned to desired stocking levels at the earliest practicable time.

	5.6.d
	5.6.a
	X
	A new Indicator relating to NTFP sustained harvest calculation has been added, which may be required in some cases. Although, NTFPs were not explicitly listed in the regional standard, commercial harvest likely would have led to consideration in 5.6.a – which is not limited to timber.

	Principle 6
	
	
	

	6.1.a
	6.1.a, 6.1.b
	Y
	Numbers  from FSC-US FM Standard and corresponding LS Indicator (new requirements in bold italics):

1) Forest community types, development/size class/ or successional stage now required (new; replaces “common plants, animals, and their habitats”).

2) R, T, E species and rare ecological communities: MAV 6.1.a.
3) Other habitats and species of management concern (may have been covered by “vulnerable” or “other species”  in regional standard but clearly goes beyond imperiled, threatened and endangered).
4) Water resources: MAV 6.1.a; riparian habitats and hydrologic functions: new

5) Soil resources: MAV 6.1.a.

6) Historic conditions compared with current conditions: MAV 6.1.b.

	6.1.b
	6.1.c
	--
	

	6.1.c
	See comments
	Y
	Management  and prescriptions are implemented that:
· Avoid or minimize short term and long-term impacts: MAV 6.1.d
· Maintain/enhance long-term ecological viability: Not addressed by a regional indicator, but included in criterion language. Given the large number of indicators in Criterion 6.1,  this may not have been addressed by CBs. 

	6.1.d
	--
	Y
	· On public lands, draft assessments developed for 6.1.a are made available for public review and comment prior to finalization.

	6.2.a
	6.2.a
	--
	

	6.2.b
	6.2.b, 6.2.a
	--
	

	6.2.c
	--
	Y
	· On medium and large public forests, species recovery and landscape biodiversity goals are now required.

	6.2.d
	Criterion 6.2
	--
	Not included in an indicator but addressed by criterion-level language and consistent with the intent of the indicators.

	6.3
	
	
	Note major reorganization to 6.3

	6.3.a.1
	See comments
	Y
	· Clarification that under-represented successional stages are to be maintained or restored.  MAV 6.3.a.2 addresses age classes of trees, but not stands (i.e. successional stages).  MAV 6.3.a.3 requires that practices generate conditions that would naturally occur on a site, but does not specify the range of conditions. 

	6.3.a.2
	Criterion 6.4
	X
	Identification of rare natural communities is addressed in 6.1.a.  While no indicators directly address rare community protection,  guidance for  Criterion 6.4 addresses “features that are sensitive, unique, or rare in the landscape.”

	6.3.a.3
	Principle 9,
Criterion 6.4
	Y
	· Specific definition of Type 1 and Type 2 old growth definitions may include more stands than were previously considered to be “old growth” under the regional standard and may require additional and/or revised old growth assessments. 

	6.3.b
	6.3.a.1,  6.3.b.1, 6.3.b.2, 6.1.d
	Y
	· Specific requirements for landscape-scale management for animal species habitat. (Some of this may have been addressed under the listed regional indicators, but the intent of FSC-US FM Standard 6.3.b is more specific and the regional indicators, which are  more focused on stand-level features.) 

	6.3.c
	5.5.a, 6.5.g

	Y
	· Habitat is maintained within Riparian Management Zones. Included as part of a list in 5.5.a and as an example in 6.5.g Sub-indicators a-e clarify the functions of riparian zones and thus could result in additional requirements.  
See also FSC-US FM STANDARD 6.5.e.1 (Streamside Management Zones).

	6.3.d
	6.3.a.3, 6.3.a.4, 6.3.b.1
	Y
	· Management practices maintain or enhance plant species composition, distribution, and frequency of occurrence similar to those that would occur naturally on the site.  (The related regional indicators do not directly address natural plant species diversity.)

	6.3.e
	6.3.b.3
	Y
	· When planting is required, a local source of known provenance is used when available and when the local source is equivalent in terms of quality, price and productivity. (Regional indicator is limted to “locally adapted seed.”)

	6.3.f
	6.3.b.2, 6.3.b.1, 6.3.c.1
	--
	

	6.3.g.1
	6.3.a.4
	X
	Even-aged retention guidance for the MAV Region is included in Appendix C of FSC-US FM Standard. 

	6.3.g.2
	--
	--
	Optional plan  to 6.3.g.1 may be submitted

	6.3.h
	6.9.c
	Y
	Invasive species control includes:

1.  extent/threat assessment:  new
2. practices to minimize risk/spread,: new
3. eradication or control when feasible: MAV 6.9.c 

4. monitoring of control measures: new

	6.3.i
	6.5.e,  7.1.a.2, 7.1.f.1, 10.7, 1.1.a
	Y
	· Fuels management practices are required for forest types that are fire-dependent and at risk of wildfire. (MAV 6.5.e is limited to concentrations of slash in site prep situations. MAV 7.1.a.2 and 7.1.f.1 are management plan requirements but are not performance related.  MAV10.7 is limited to plantations. )

	6.4.a
	6.4.b
	X
	Intent and guidance statement for FSC-US 6.4.a could add some requirements, depending on the prior interpretation by CBs. 

	6.4.b
	6.4.c
	Y
	· Requirements for protection on the FMU are more clearly linked to the results of the assessment required for 6.4.a. 

	6.4.c
	
6.4.c, 

Criterion 6.4
	Y
	· Places explicit limits on management within RSAs that are more stringent than those in the regional standard. (This may have been implicit in the words “ecologically viable” and the Criterion-level guidance.)

	6.4.d
	--
	Y
	· Periodic review and update (as needed ) of RSA assessment

	6.4.e
	6.4.d
	--
	“Interior core habitat” (FSC-US FM Standard 6.4.e) is captured by the concept of “sufficient size…” in regional standard  6.4.f.

	6.5.a
	Criterion 6.5
	--
	Although this is a new indicator, it repeats a criterion-level requirement.

	6.5.b
	1.1.b
	--
	

	6.5.c
	See Comments column  for crosswalk by FSC-US bullet item


	X
	Soil protection/erosion. Bullets  from FSC-US FM Standard and corresponding regional indicator (see Note):

· Areas at risk of landslides avoided: MAV 6.5.d
· Slash concentration:  MAV 6.5.e 

· Topsoil disturbance: MAV 6.5.e, 6.5.f
· Rutting/compaction: MAV 6.5.a ,6.5.d
· Soil erosion:  MAV 6.5.a, 6.5.d
· Burning:  MAV 6.3.c.2 (example) 
· Ground cover disturbance: MAV 6.5.c
· Whole tree harvesting: MAV 6.3.c.4 (example)
· Low impact equipment: MAV 6.5.d (example)
Note: Normal Italic text items are includes as examples in more general indicators. For indicators where the new requirement is found as an example in the regional standard, the overall intent of the listed indicator meets the intent of the FSC-US bullet list item in the context of this indicator, which is to avoid erosion, landslides, and significant soil disturbance. 

	6.5.d
	See Comments column  for crosswalk by FSC-US bullet item


	Y
	Transportation system. Bullets from FSC-US FM Standard and corresponding regional indicator (see Note):

· Access to roads and trails is controlled: MAV 6.5.s, 6.5.t
· Road density is minimized:  MAV 6.5.g (example).

· Erosion is minimized: MAV 6.5.p, 6.5.q, 6.5.g
· Sediment discharge to streams is minimized: MAV 6.5.g, 6.5.j, 6.5.n
· Stream passage for aquatic organisms: MAV 6.5.l (example)
· Wildlife habitat and migration corridor impacts is minimized: MAV 6.5.g (example).
· Area converted to roads, skid trails, and landings is minimized: new, but see related items that contribute to this goal, including 6.5.g (road density and construction are minimized, habitat patches and corridors are conserved), and 6.5.h (road size is limited) 
· Habitat fragmentation is minimized: MAV 6.5.g (example)
· Unneeded roads are closed and rehabilitated:  (new)
Note:  Normal Italic text items are includes as examples in more general indicators.  Item  in bold italic text not  included in the SE. 

	6.5.e.1
	6.5.v-6.5.aa
	Y
	· SMZ guidelines must be written and include vegetative buffer widths and protection measures that are applicable within those buffers.  (Minimum requirements from the regional standard have been incorporated into FSC-US Appendix E, but the regional standard does not require written guidelines.)

	6.5.e.2
	--
	--
	Optional plan to requirements of 6.5.e.1 and Appendix E may be submitted.

	6.5.f
	6.5.k, 6.5.l
	--
	Regional standard uses “minimize” rather than “avoided when possible.’ 

	6.5.g
	Criterion 6.5
	Y
	· Recreation use impacts are explicitly addressed by indicator. This may have been previously addressed under MAV 6.5, but even if field conformance has been evaluated by CBs, written guidelines are necessary as per FSC-US FM Standard 6.5.a.

	6.5.h
	Criterion 6.5
	Y
	· Grazing impacts explicitly addressed by indicator. This may have been previously addressed under the criterion-level language.  Even if field conformance has been evaluated by CBs, written guideline are necessary as per FSC-US FM Standard 6.5.a.

	6.6.a.
	Criterion 6.6
	--
	Updates Pesticide Policy reference applicability note to 2005.

	6.6.b
	6.6.b
	Y
	FMS-US FMS 6.6.b has three major components (indicated by bullets in the following list; new requirements in bold italics):

· Chemicals are only used when non-chemical methods are:

a) Not available: (new) 

b) Prohibitively expensive, considering risks and benefits: (new) 

c) The only effective means for controlling invasive species: (new), or

d) Result in less environmental damage than non-chemical alternatives. (New).
. 
MAV 6.6.b is more general and says that non-chemical techniques “are emphasized.”

· The least environmentally damaging formulation and application method practical is used: (new)
· Written strategies are developed and implemented that justify the use of pesticides. (MAV 6.6.g requires a prescription but also may not include a justification for pesticide use.)

	6.6.c
	6.6.a, 6.6.f
	Y
	· MAV Standard does not require a comparative risk evaluation of aerial vs. ground application.

	6.6.d
	See comments
	Y


	·  Written prescription must include site-specific hazards, environmental risks, and precautions worker will employ to avoid or minimize those risks: MAV 6.6.h.  
· Map of treatment area : new 
· Proper training and use of protective equipment required. (Formerly encompassed by broader requirements of MAV 4.1.c, 4.1.g, 4.2.a, and Criterion 7.3, but auditors will now be required to explicitly address these in the context of chemical use.)

	6.6.e
	6.6.g
	Y
	· If chemicals are used, the effects are monitored and the results are used for adaptive management: new
· Records are kept of pest occurrences, control measures, and incidences of worker exposure: MAV 6.6.h

	6.7.a
	6.7.c, 7.3
	Y
	· “Equipment and training necessary” is not specified by the regional indicator.  (Formerly encompassed by broader requirements of 6.7.a, and 7.3. Explicit language was likely implicit in understanding.)

	6.7.b
	6.7.c
	--
	

	6.7.c
	See comments
	Y
	· Requirements for on-site hazardous  materials storage and leaking equipment: new

	6.8.a
	6.8.a
	--
	

	6.8.b
	 7.3
	Y
	· Biological control agents must be applied by trained workers using proper equipment.  (This was formerly encompassed by broader training requirements of Criterion 4.1 and 7.3 but auditors will now be required to explicitly address these in the context of biological control agents.)

	6.8.c
	6.8.a
	Y
	· Written plan for biological control agents including justification, risks, precautions, and monitoring. 

	6.8.d
	6.8.b
	--
	

	6.9.a
	6.9.a
	--
	National standard is more specific, but the intent is similar.

	6.9.b
	6.9.a
	Y
	· Provenance and location of use are documented; ecological effects are actively monitored:  Regional standard simply says “Written documentation is maintained” for use of exotic species.

	6.9.c
	6.9.c, Criterion 6.9
	--
	MAV 6.9.c is limited to invasive exotic plants, but criterion language is not limited to plants.

	6.10.a
	Criterion 6.10, a)
	--
	“Very limited portion” has been defined.

	6.10.b
	Criterion 6.10, b)
	--
	

	6.10.c
	Criterion 6.10, c)
	X
	Intent statement on “clear, substantial…..benefits” may impose some additional requirements on some FMUs, but likely has been adequately addressed by CBs evaluating conformance to the regional standard.

	6.10.d
	6.10.a
	--
	

	6.10.e
	--
	Y
	· Justification for conversion included in management plan, and consistent with Criterion 6.3.

	6.10.f
	--
	Y
	· New requirements for conversion outside the control of the owner/manager (maps, consultation, evidence of control – see indicator for details).

	Principle 7
	
	
	

	7.1.a
	7.1.b.4
	--
	

	7.1.b
	See Comments column  for crosswalk by FSC-US item


	Y
	The management plan describes:
· History of land use: MAV 7.1.b.3
· Forest types and development/size/or successional stage: (New. Note: this is identical with the new requirement shown at 6.1.a.; this indicator requires its inclusion as part of the management plan.)

· Natural disturbance regimes: MAV 6.1.a(1); 
Documentation is not explicitly required by the regional standard but would be necessary to determine conformance with SE 6.1.a and 6.1.b.

	7.1.c
	See Comments column  for crosswalk by FSC-US item


	X
	Lettered outline from FSC-US FM Standard and corresponding regional indicator, the management plan describes:
a) Current conditions of timber and NTFP: MAV 7.1.b.1
b) Desired future conditions:  MAV 7.1.a.1, 7.1.a.2 (encompassed by “goals and objectives” although technically more specific),

c)  Historical ecological conditions: MAV 6.1.b.
d) Management objectives and activities...: MAV 7.1.a.1, 7.1.a.2 (MAV uses “methods” rather than “activities.”
The overall intent of this indicator is similar to the regional indicators listed, but narrow interpretation (e.g., requiring that both desired future conditions and  objectives be clearly described) could result in additional requirements. 

	7.1.d
	See Comments column  for crosswalk by FSC-US item


	Y
	The management plan includes:

· Landscape description: SE 7.1.b.5
· How the landscape scale elements of 6.3 will be addressed.  These include (from FSC-US FM Standard 6.3):
6.3.a.1.  Successional stages: (MAV 7.1.d.2 requires a description of successional stages but no management activities consistent with 6.3.a.1)
6.3.a.2.  Rare ecological communities: SE 7.1.a,1, 7.1.b.1

 6.3.a.3.  Old Growth. (Old growth is addressed by SE 6.4 and P9; it is not explicitly required to be in the management plan or other documents but would be encompassed by the broader “fragile or unique areas” in SE 7.1.b.1.)

6.3.b .    Animal species and habitat diversity.  (new; “fish and wildlife” included in MAV 7.1.b.1 and “conservation of biodiversity” is included as an example in MAV 7.1.f.3.a, but the intent of 6.3.b is more specific than these)
6.3.c.     Riparian management zones: MAV 7.1.a.2.
Note: parts of this indicator may have been addressed by the regional standard indicators listed, but the regional standard is indicators are sufficiently general in nature that some requirements are likely to be new. 

	7.1.e
	See Comments column  for crosswalk by FSC-US bullet item


	X
	The management plan includes a description of and activities to conserve/protect (new requirements in bold italics):
· R, T, and E species and natural communities: MAV 7.1.a.2, 7.1.b.2, 7.1.g.1
· Plant species and community diversity (new as an explicit requirement, but documentation of similar information would be required to verify conformance with MAV 6.1.a and possible 6.1.c), and wildlife habitat s (6.1.a, 7.1.b.1).
· Water resources:  MAV 6.1.a, 7.1.a.2 (riparian management zones); 7.1.f.3.a, 7.1.h.1, 
· Soils: MAV 6.1.a, MAV 7.1.f.3.a (includes as an example)
· Representative Sample Areas:  MAV 7.1.a.2
· HCVF:  MAV Principle 9, 7.1.a.2, 7.1.h.1
· Other special management areas:  MAV 7.1.a.2, 7.1.b.2
The regional standard does not require a description of all of these resources, but the sum of the indicators referenced appears to be consistent with the intent of the FSC-US FM Standard.

The FSC-US FM Standard 7.1.e requirements for natural communities and plant and wildlife habitat diversity appear to be essentially the same as for FSC-US FM Standard 7.1.d. 

	7.1.f
	7.1.a.1, 6.9.c
	X
	· If present, plan must describe invasive species conditions, management objectives, and control methods to be used.  

	7.1.g
	7.1.f.1.a
	--
	

	7.1.h
	See comments
	Y
	Management plan includes:

· Descriptions of chemicals used and applications: MAV 6.6.h. (These would be in site-level prescriptions, which could be considered to be part of the “management plan.”)

· How the [chemical use] management system conforms to Criterion 6.6: new
 This indicator appears to be likely fully addressed by the documentation required for FSC-US FM Standard 6.6.b, 6.6.c, and 6.6d.

	7.1.i
	--
	Y
	· Plan for use of biological controls consistent with 6.8 now required.  
Note this is likely redundant with documentation requirements of FSC-US FM Standard Indicator 6.8.c. 

	7.1.j
	See Comments column  for crosswalk by FSC-US bullet item


	Y
	The FSC-US FM Standard requires that the “Management plan incorporates the results of the valuation of social impacts.”  Bullet list below is  from FSC-US FM Standard followed by corresponding regional indicator; new requirements in bold italics:

· Traditional cultural resources and rights of use: MAV 7.1.b.4 (rights), 7.1.b.5 (example), Criterion 2.1, Principle 3.

· Potential conflicts with customary uses and use rights: MAV 7.1.b.5, Criteria 2.2, 2.3, 3.2.

· Management of ceremonial, archaeological, and historic sites: MAV 7.1.b.5, Criterion 3.3, 4.4.c
· Management of aesthetic values: (new)
· Public access to and use of the forest, and other recreation issues: MAV 7.1.b.5 (MAV did not include “public, and this was included as an example)

· Local and regional socioeconomic conditions and opportunities:  MAV 7.1.b.5.

Items in normal italic are not explicitly required by the standard. 
Note:  Many of the bullet list items in FSC-US FM Standard 7.1.j are addressed in whole or in part by the current standard.  

See also FSC-US FM Standard 4.4.a   The list of social impacts described in FSC-US FM Standard 7.1.j and 4.4.a are not identical - see comparison table below.  

	7.1.k
	--
	Y
	· Purpose, condition, and maintenance needs of transportation network must be described in the management plan. 

	7.1.l
	7.1.b.7, 7.1.c.1, 
	Y
	· The FMP describes how silvicultural and other management systems will sustain, over the long term, forest ecosystems present on the FMU:  New. This is somewhat different focus than the current requirement that the systems and prescriptions be based on the integration of ecological and economic characteristics.


	7.1.m
	7.1.d.1, 7.1.d.4
	--
	

	7.1.n
	7.1.d.3, 7.1.e.2, 7.1.f.3.b
	Y
	The management plan includes a description of monitoring procedures necessary to address the requirements of Criterion 8.2. 

	7.1.o
	7.1.h.1
	--
	

	7.1.p
	7.1.i
	--
	

	7.1.q
	7.1.c.1, 7.1.c.2,
	Y
	Plans for site-disturbing activities. Elements not specifically addressed in the regional standard include:

· Plans required for all significant site disturbing activities. 
· Plans for site disturbing activities clearly describe objectives, outcomes, health and safety objectives, and maps of adequate detail. 
Note: MAV 7.1.c.2 requires a written prescription for all harvests (but not other activities) including a brief assessment of environmental impacts for each harvesting activity. 

	7.1.r
	7.1.a.1
	Y
	· The management plan must describe the stakeholder consultation process.  

	7.2.a
	7.2.a, 7.2.b
	--
	

	7.3.a
	Criterion 7.3
	--
	

	7.4.a
	Criterion 7.4
	--
	

	7.4.b
	--
	Y
	· Management plan review process is required for public forests. 

	Principle 8
	
	
	

	8.1.a
	8.1.a
	X
	· FSC-US specifies that the monitoring protocol must be written, which is implicitly captured by by “monitoring protocol” in the regional standard. 

	8.2.a.1
	See comments
	Y
	Timber inventory. Letters from FSC-US FM Standard and corresponding regional standard indicator (new requirements in italics):

a) Species: MAV 8.1.a.2 (“composition”)
b) Volumes: MAV 8.2.b (“stocking,” not “volume” is used)
c) Stocking: MAV 8.2.b
d) Regeneration: MAV 8.1.b, 8.2.b
e) Stand and forest composition: MAV 8.1.b, 7.1.e.2
f) Timber quality: new

	8.2.a.2
	--
	Y
	· Significant, unanticipated removal or increased vulnerability is monitored and recorded. (See indicator for additional recording requirements: date, description etc.)

	8.2.b
	8.1.b
	X
	· Records of harvested timber (MAV 8.1.b: “yield”) and NTFPs (volume and product/grade for both).  

· Records must be sufficient to ensure that the requirements of Criterion 5.6 are met.  (This is new language, but not considered to be an added requirement because under the regional standard landowners would have needed to supply this information to CBs so that they could verify that the requirements of Criterion 5.6 had been met.)

	8.2.c
	See Comments column  for crosswalk by FSC-US numbered item


	Y
	Numbered list from FSC-US FM Standard and corresponding regional standard indicator (new requirements in italics):

1) R, T, E species and/or habitats: MAV 8.2.c
2) Common or rare plant communities and/or habitats: Possibly covered by MAV 8.2.c “major habitat elements”. (Both are addressed by FSC-US FM Standard 6.1.a.).
3) Location, presence, and abundance of invasive species: new (See FSC-US FM Standard 6.3.h.).

4) Condition of protected areas, set-asides, and buffer zones: new.
5) HCVF: Criterion 9.4.

	8.2.d.1
	See Comments column  for crosswalk by FSC-US indicator requirements


	Y
	Monitoring is conducted to ensure that:

· Site specific plans and operations are properly implemented: MAV 8.2.e, but FSC-US 8.2.d.1 is potentially broader in scope.

· Environmental impacts of site-disturbing activities are minimized: MAV 8.2.e, 8.2.g
·  Harvest prescriptions and guidelines are effective: Effectiveness may be addressed in part by Criterion 8.4, but the intent of FSC-US FM Standard appears to be more specific in nature.

	8.2.d.2
	8.2.f
	--
	

	8.2.d.3
	See Comments column  for crosswalk by FSC-US indicator requirements


	--
	List from FSC-US FM Standard, with corresponding regional standard indicator:

· Socioeconomic issue/social impacts: MAV 8.2.i (“public responses”), 4.4.a, 4.4.b, 4.5.a. Explicit monitoring is not required for MAV 4.4.c, 4.4.d, or 4.5.a, but presumably monitoring evidence has been available to verify conformance during audits and assessments.

· Creation or maintenance of quality job opportunities: MAV 8.2.i. (“Quality” is not included in the regional standard).
· Local purchasing opportunities: No corresponding regional standard monitoring indicator. Presumably monitoring evidence has been available to verify conformance with MAV 4.1.d.

	8.2.d.4
	8.2.i
	X
	· Stakeholder responses to management activities are monitored and recorded as necessary.

	8.2.d.5
	8.2.j
	--
	

	8.2.e
	8.2..h
	--
	“Productivity and efficiency” are not referenced in the indicator but the overall intent is similar

	8.3.a
	8.3.a
	--
	

	8.3.b
	8.3.b
	--
	

	8.4.a
	8.4.a
	--
	

	8.4.b
	8.4.b
	Y
	· Objectives and guidelines are modified if monitoring shows that they are not sufficient to ensure conformance with the Standard. 

	8.5.a
	8.5.a
	--
	

	Principle 9
	
	
	

	9.1.a
	9.1.a
	Y
	· Old growth definition may be more inclusive than the regional standard.  (See also FSC-US FM STANDARD 6.3.a.3; MAV Criterion 6.3 states that old growth forests are designated as HCVF).
Other:

FSC-US FM Standard Appendix F also incorporates HCVF guidance and examples from the regional standard. 

Guidance referenced in the FSC-US FM Standard (data sources listed after 9.1.a and the process outlined in the FSC-US Assessment Framework) in some cases is more explicit than in the regional standard and could result in additional areas identified as HCVF in some cases (for example, HCV1, HCV3, HCV 4, HCV5, and HCV6). 

	9.1.b
	9.2.a
	--
	

	9.1.c
	9.3.d
	--
	

	9.2.a
	9.2.a
	--
	

	9.2.b
	--
	Y
	· For public forests, a public review of HCVF attributes and management is carried out and integrated in the HCVF descriptions and management. 

	9.3.a
	9.3.a
	Y
	Required documentation in the regional standard is limited to the public summary.  Additional details required by the FSC-US FM Standard (details in management plan and operations plans) could impose additional requirements. Likewise, “precautions to avoid risks or impacts” is not necessarily equivalent to the regional standard requirement of “consistent with the precautionary approach.”

	9.3.b
	9.3.b
	--
	

	9.3.c
	9.3.c
	--
	

	9.4.a
	Criterion 9.4
	Y
	· The monitoring program is designed and implemented consistent with the requirements of Principle 8.  This could pose some additional requirements, notably written monitoring procedures for HCVF monitoring, which may not have been routinely addressed by CBs.

	9.4.b
	Criterion 9.4, Criterion 9.3.b
	--
	

	Principle 10
	
	
	

	General
	
	Y
	FSC-US FM Standard principle-level applicability note and Appendix G could potentially result in some additional requirements not identified below for some landowners.  It is suggested that CBs review any areas that may be potentially considered to be plantations (i.e. planted areas, or natural stands that may have some plantation-like characteristics) by using the guidance in Appendix G to classify these areas as natural forests or plantations. 

	10.1.a
	See Comments
	Y
	List from FSC-US FM Standard, with corresponding regional standard indicator (new requirements in bold italics):

The management plan includes:  

· Goals and prescriptions for plantations: MAV Criterion 10.1 

· Rationale for plantation management: (new) 
· Relationship between plantations and natural forests: MAV Criterion 10.1, 10.2;  not specifically addressed by criterion language or an indicator,  but likely captured by sum of these criteria and indicators.

·  Restoration objectives that pertain to plantation management:  MAV Criterion 10.1, by an indicator but addressed by criterion-level language.

	10.1.b
	Criteria 10.2, 10.5, 8.2
	--
	There is no corresponding regional standard indicator. However, conformance with Criteria 10.2, 10.5 and 8.2 would “demonstrate clear progress” in implementing natural forest conservation and restoration as they pertain to plantation management. 

	10.2.a
	10.2.d, 10.3.a, 10.5.a
	X
	The FSC-US FM STANDARD is more specific than the regional standard (e.g., “mid to late successional and sedentary…species”) and could result in additional requirements in some cases.

	10.2.b
	Principle 6
	X
	New plantation establishment does not replace, endanger, or otherwise diminish the ecological integrity of any existing natural ecosystems on the FMU. (Not included as an indicator but included in Criterion-level language; may not have been routinely addressed by CBs but would be captured by Principle 6.)

	10.2.c
	10.2.a
	--
	

	10.2.d
	10.2.a
	Y
	· Openings >80 acres include retention of live trees and native vegetation consistent with natural disturbance regimes.

	10.2.e
	10.2.b
	--
	

	10.3.a
	10.3.b
	--
	Regional standard does not address community economic stability or working forest alternatives of the FSC-US FM Standard, but SE10.3.c (“activities are planned to generate and maintain long-term employment”) would result in conditions consistent with those requirements.

	10.3.b
	10.3.a, 10.2.d
	--
	

	10.4.a
	10.4.a, 10.4.b 
	X
	Species native to the region are preferred:  MAV limits “non-native” species to remediation or experimental uses, but does not define non-native.  

	10.4.b
	10.4.b
	--
	

	10.5.a
	10.5.b
	--
	

	10.5.b
	10.5.c
	Y
	· Areas to be restored are prioritized (new)… and designated for long-term restoration.  Regional standard does not describe prioritization.  The term “long-term restoration” is not used, but is implicit in the restoration concepts in Criterion 10.5 and associated regional indicators.

	10.5.c
	10.5..a, 10.5.d
	Y
	· Management plans state the extent (MAV 10.5.b) and location (mapping not specified, but implicit in MAV 10.5.c) of areas selected for restoration, as well as the rationale for their selection (new).  MAV does not require that the extent or rationale be in the management plan.

	10.5.d
	--
	X
	Areas to be restored… provide a diversity of community types, wildlife habitats, and ecological functions native to the site:  Site-level characteristics of restoration sites are not addressed by the regional standard.  However, “natural forest cover” (Criterion 10.5) and “natural conditions” (MAV 10.5.c should provide most or all of these functions. 

	10.5.e
	10.5.a
	--
	

	10.5.f
	10.5.b
	--
	

	10.5.g
	--
	Y
	· On public lands, restoration to natural forests is required at earliest possible time. 

	10.6.a
	Criterion 10.6,  Criterion 6.5
	--
	

	10.6.b
	Criterion 10.6
	--
	

	10.6.c
	5.3.a, 6.5. c
	--
	

	10.6.d
	--
	Y
	· Fertilizer use is limited to conditions specified in the indicator. 

	10.6.e
	5.3.d, 6.3.c.1, 6.3.c.2
	--
	 

	10.7.a
	Criterion 10.7,  6.6.b
	--
	While FSC-US FM Standard 10.7.b includes requirements that are more specific than the criterion language used in the regional standard, the outcome (measures to minimize pests, etc.) should be effectively the same.

	10.7.b
	Criterion 10.7
	--
	While FSC-US FM Standard 10.7.b includes requirements that are more specific than the criterion language used in the regional standard, the outcome (measures to minimize pests, etc.) should be effectively the same.

	10.7.c
	Criterion 10.7, 6.9.c
	--
	While FSC-US FM Standard 10.7.b includes requirements that are more specific than the criterion language used in the regional standard, the outcome (measures to minimize pests, etc.) should be effectively the same.

	10.8.a
	Criterion 10.8, Principles 4, 6, and 8
	--
	

	10.9.a
	Criterion 10.9
	--
	

	10.9.b
	10.9.a
	Y
	Restoration requirements for restoring forests are converted after 1994 are more explicit in the FSC-US FM Standard, but the intent is similar.


Comparison of FSC-US 4.4.a and 7.1.j

	4.4.a  Indicator topic  (not full text)
	7.1.j Indicator topic (not full text)

	Archeological/cultural/historical/community sites:
	Management of ceremonial, archaeological, and historic sites

	Public resources
	Traditional cultural resources and rights of use
Potential conflicts with customary uses and use rights

	Aesthetics
	Management of aesthetic values

	Community goals
	No corresponding topic

	Community economic opportunities
	Local and regional socioeconomic conditions and opportunities

	Other people who may be affected
	Traditional cultural resources and rights of use

	No corresponding topic (could be considered “public resources” if allowed by right as per Criterion 2.2)
	Public access to and use of the forest, and other recreation issues
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